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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358
Juneau, Alaska  99803

Tel: (907) 789-5659

Gordon Warren Epperly, )
and )

Esther Katherine Epperly, ) Case No. 1:17-cv-00008-SLG
)

Plaintiffs, ) Honorable Judge SHARON L. GLEASON
)

vs. )
)

Robin Potter, ) Objection To Potter Opposition
and ) To Epperly Motion

Bud C. Cribley, ) To Amend Complaint
Defendants. )

==============================================================

COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Gordon Warren Epperly, appearing “In Propria Persona” and

appearing in his capacity of “Coverture” by marriage to his wife, Esther Katherine Epperly

hereby comes before the “Court” and the “Defendants” to give notice of their “Objection”

of the Defendant Attorneys continued use of “fraudulent legal fiction names” for

the “Plaintiffs.” Attorney “Robert H. Palmer” for Defendant, “Robin Potter” did file

a “Potter Opposition To Epperly Motion To Amend Complaint” which is dated

the Twenty-Fifth day of September of the year of our Lord, Jesus the Christ,

Two-Thousand and Seventeen wherein his “Opposition” was addressed to a government
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created legal fiction “Trust” as being the “Plaintiffs” in representing

“Gordon Warren Epperly” and “Esther Katherine Epperly.”

As stated within the Plaintiff’s “Plaintiff’s Objection To The Use Of Legal Fiction Names

For Lawful Names Of The Plaintiffs” which was filed with the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska” on Fifteenth day of the month of September in the year of our Lord,

Jesus the Christ, Two-Thousand and Seventeen; the lawful recorded “Christian Names”

of the “Plaintiffs” are “Gordon Warren Epperly” and “Esther Katherine Epperly.”

Their names are not spelled with all “all upper case lettering” nor are their

names “abbreviated.”  The “Attorneys” for the “Defendants” have, and continues

to perpetrate a “fraud” upon the “Court” by addressing the “Plaintiffs” within

the “Headings” of their “Papers” to be government created legal fiction “Trusts” or some

other incorporated “Person.”

The Plaintiffs, “Gordon Warren Epperly” and / or “Esther Katherine Epperly” will not

take “issue” with any “Papers” which are addressed to “Legal Fictions” nor will

the Plaintiffs, “Gordon Warren Epperly” or “Esther Katherine Epperly” grant the “Court”

or any “Attorney” authority to address the Plaintiffs, “Gordon Warren Epperly”

or “Esther Katherine Epperly” as if they are “Strawpersons” for any legal fiction “Person”

of a “Corporation” or “Trust.” The “Plaintiffs” are blood and flesh “Human Beings” and

they will be addressed as such.
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A demand is made upon said “Attorneys” to cease and desist in committing a “fraud” upon

the “Plaintiffs” and of this “Court.”

National Emergency Declared

“Since March 9, 1933, the United States has been in a state of declared
national emergency. In fact, there are now in effect four presidentially-proclaimed
states of national emergency: In addition to the national emergency declared
by President Roosevelt in 1933, there are also the national emergency
proclaimed by President Truman on December 16, 1950,
during the Korean conflict, and the states of national emergency declared
by President Nixon on March 23, 1970, and August 15, 1971.

“These proclamations give force to 470 provisions of Federal law. These hundreds
of statutes delegate to the President extraordinary powers, ordinarily exercised
by the Congress, which affect the lives of American citizens in a host
of all-encompassing manners. This vast range of powers, taken together,
confer enough authority to rule the country without reference to normal
Constitutional processes.

“Under the powers delegated by these statutes, the President may: seize property;
organize and control the means of production; seize commodities;
assign military forces abroad; institute martial law; seize and control
all transportation and communication; regulate the operation of private
enterprise; restrict travel; and, in a plethora of particular ways, control the lives of
all American citizens.”

93d Congress “SENATE Report No. 93-549” 1st Session

During the year of 1933, the “United States” went into bankruptcy and with the passage

of “HJR 192” of June 5, 1933, the “U.S. Congress” and “President Franklin D. Roosevelt”

did issued forth “Emergency Statutes” and “Executive Orders” in which

the “Military Courts of Martial Law” for civilians had been established.
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With "The Trading With the Enemy Act of 1917" (as amended) and with

the "Agricultural Adjustment Act, Emergency Powers of May 12, 1933,”

President Franklin D. Roosevelt did make U.S. citizens “enemies” and

under Roosevelt’s “New Deal” legislation did declare that all shall

obtain “Social Security Account Cards,” and the “U.S. District Courts” shall

became “Duel Jurisdiction Courts,” one being the Constitutional “Article III Judicial Court”

and the other being a “Military Tribunal” for civilians which is conducted under the “Flag”

(Golden Fringe Border) of the “Office of President of the United States.”  A new set

of “Court Rules” were adopted by “The Rules Enabling Act” of June 19, 1934

(ch. 651, Public Law 73–415, 48 Stat. 1064, 28 U.S.C. § 2072) for the newly

established “Military Tribunals” with the “Federal Common Law” being abolished. /1

The powers to regulate, license, etc. under the "Trading with the Enemy Act" is also

reflected in “Section 3366” of the “Political Code” which provides:

"Boards of supervisors of the counties of the state, and the legislative bodies of
incorporated cities and towns therein, shall, in the exercise of their police powers,
and for the purpose of regulation, as herein provided, and not otherwise, have the
power to license all and every kind of business not prohibited by law,
and transacted and carried on within their respective jurisdictions . . ."

Although “Public Law 94-412 of September 14, 1976” did repeal certain emergency

powers and other “Statutes,” it did not repeal “Section 5(b)” of the "Trading With

1/  Federal Common Law Abolished (see “Erie Railroad Co. v. Tompkins, 304 U.S. 64 (1938)”)
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The Enemy Act," as amended (see 12 U.S.C. 95a; 50 U.S.C. App. 5 (b)).

“Emergency Powers” is the same as a “Declaration of WAR” as both establishes

“Martial Law.”

The “Supreme Court” of “The United States of America” in the case

of “ex parte Milligan” (71 U.S. 2)  had this to say about “Martial Law”:

"Martial law cannot arise from a threatened invasion. The necessity must be actual
and present, the invasion real, such as effectually closes the courts and
deposes the civil administration." [Emphasis added]

Chief Justice “Chase” had this to say:

"We by no means assert that Congress can establish and apply the laws of war
where no war has been declared or exists. Where peace exists, the laws of
peace must prevail." Does war exist in the United States today? Yes it does,
and you have been declared the enemy! [Emphasis added].

And so it is today.

We Begin At The Birth

The Internal Revenue Manual (I.R.M.). 217.13.3.2.2,

“An infant is the decedent of an estate or grantor, owner or trustor of a trust, guardianship,
receivership or custodianship that has yet to receive an SSN.”

An “Infant” is anyone that is under the age of Twenty-One (21).

The “Mother” allegedly abandoned the “Infant” at birth. Have you noticed the Mother’s address

is already pre-typed in one of the boxes? Have you noticed there is no address for the “Father”
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on the “Certificate of Live Birth” (COLB)?  Have you noticed, it is the address of

the Mother’s “MAIDEN”; (i.e. “unmarried”) name in that box?  And have you noticed they had

the “Mother” signs as the “Informant,” and not the “Father”?

You are considered an “Infant,” “Ward” of the “STATE” as your “Mother” as the “Informant,”

(a person who informs on another person to the authority signed your “Record of Live Birth,”

allegedly acting as the “Trustee” of the “Executors” (“Fathers”) “Estate”). If she declared that she

was married, then the “Father” and “Mother” are one-in-law and thus the “Mother” would have

the same authority as the “Father”: (“Executor”).

However, as an unmarried “Woman,” they assume she is acting as the “co-Executor” of

the “Estate,” or in the capacity of a “Trustee;” one with authority to sign over property. However,

she has none without her husband’s approval, in a “Common Law” marriage. In a “Civil” marriage,

she has no authority. We must also note that the line of “Executor” would fall on the nearest

male relative. Not only is the mother without legal representation, no male is listed either. In fact,

all “Male” relationships are left off the documentation.

There is absolutely no reason for the “Father” not to be on a “Birth Record,” except for religion.

“Matthew 23:9” – “And call no man your father on the earth: for one is your Father, even he
who is in heaven.”

The “Article One” of the “Bill of Rights” to the “Constitution” for “The United States of America”

clearly prevents the government from adding his name: i.e. “prohibits the making of any law

respecting an establishment of religion or impeding the free exercise of religion.”

Thus, the term “father” would impede the establishment of religion.
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As an example, the “STATE of OKLAHOMA” very own instructions on completing

the “Birth Certificate”:

“Signature of Parent: Have parent review the Certificate of Live Birth for accuracy,
read the statement contained in this section and sign this section certifying the accuracy
of the certificate. We suggest that you ask only the mother to sign the birth certificate.
Never have a parent sign a blank or incomplete certificate.”

Now why would the “Dept. of Health and Vital Statistics” teach “Doctors,” “Nurses,”

and “Hospital Administrators” to ‘coerce’ the “Mother” into signing the “Certificate of Live Birth”

instead of the “Father” (who is the “Executor” of the “Estate”)? Because the “Executor” is

the highest “Office” of the “Estate,” and the “STATE” does not care to deal with “Him”; they would

rather go after the “Informant” / ”Trustee” instead.

Attempting to administrate an “Estate” without written-authorized consent of the “Executor”

is very costly; people go to prison.  But if they can ‘coerce’ the “Mother” / ”Informant” / ”Trustee”

to sign over the property, then they “appear” to have a legal leg to stand on. However, it is all

based in “fraud.” Keep as many people as you can ignorant, then you can have the blind leading

the blind.

Explaining the Executors Office and the Certificate of Live Birth

NOTE: An “Estate” must come before a “Trust.” The “STATE” issued the “Child”
a “Certificate of Deceased,” the “Grantor,” via footprints, created the “Office” for the
new “Estate;” the legal-fiction, corporate “YOU,” in which “They,” were the witnesses of.

1. The “Woman” is her own “Estate” in which she is the “Executrix” if she has reached legal age.
If not, her “Father” is the “Executor” of her “Estate” until that time.

2. The “Man” is his own “Estate” in which he is the “Executor” once he comes of legal age,
or marries. Until then, his “Father” is the “Executor” of his “Estate.”
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3. When they get married, her “Estate” becomes one with his. If it is a civil marriage, they have
both contracted with the “STATE,” not joined in a spiritual union with “God,” but two people
co-habiting with the blessings of the “STATE.”

4. The Woman’s “Estate” now becomes “Property” of the “Man” in a common law marriage.
In a civil union, “Marriage License,” the “Man” controls the “Property.”

5. The two of them come together and have a “Child.” The “Child” is “Property” of the “STATE”
due to the “Marriage License.” However, the “Grantor” created the “Office” for the Executor’s use
(via foot prints). None the less, the “Executor’s Estate” is abandoned until he / she reaches
legal age, of course, unless the “Father” or “Mother” comprehends this stuff. As neither,
the “Mother” nor the “Father” is ever made aware of this fact.

6. The “STATE” coerces the “Mother” into signing the “Record of Live Birth” as the “Informant,”
presumably acting as the “Trustee.”

7. By doing this, acting as the “Trustee” of the “Executors Estate,” (the Father) and giving
the “Child” to the “STATE,” ultimately abandoning the “Child.” The “Child,” YOU, are the “Estate.”

8. The “STATE” runs an “Ad” in the “Local Paper” announcing the “Birth” and abandonment of
the “Child” (they leave out the abandonment wording).

***** That Was Public Notice and Due Process of Law *****

9. FRAUD. “Fraud” is odious and not to be presumed. Thus, we must presume this is a valid
“Contract” unless one can prove this points. When the “Contract” is “fraudulent,” it is void,
for fraud vitiates everything. As to cases when a condition consists of several parts, and some
are lawful and others are not, the whole thing is fraud, unless there is a severability clause,
then only that part is to be singled out.

10. The “Executor” (“Father”) never shows up to claim his abandoned property, so the “STATE”
takes control. We must make note, I, Gordon Warren Epperly, has never seen the “Record of
Live Birth” only that of the “Certificate Of Live Birth,” and the “COLB” has the fathers name on it,
or someone presumed to be the father, or no one named as father. None-the-less no one claims
the abandoned property, (i.e. “executor” or “executrix”) thus leaving the “STATE” or others to
control the property. Now the “Infant” becomes a “Ward” of the “STATE.”

11. The “Doctor” sends the “Record of Live Birth” to the “Health Dept. and Vital Statistics” of
the “STATE.” The “STATE” sends the “Record of Live Birth” to the “Registrar’s Office” (where a
new “Estate’s Will”) is recognized and now placed in “Probate.”

NOTE: The “Will” is desire, initiating action, having intentions, to make things happen.
The “Executor” is to carry out the “Will” of the “Grantor.” The “Grantor” being your,
“feet prints”: the “Estate” being “YOU”: the “Office” created by the “Grantor,” “YOU,”
for the “Occupant,” “YOU”: to carry out the “Will” of the “Testator,” “YOU”: for the one who
is deceased, “YOU.”

12. They split the “Title” and create what’s known as the “Certificate of Live Birth,” and send that
newly created “Office” (the “COLB”) to the “Child” in the mail; it’s his / her new identity, and when
the “Child” reaches legal age, he can now become the “Occupant” of the “Executors Office” of
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that newly created “Estate,” but is never made aware of this. FRAUD: concealment of a material
fact to induce another to act to his or her detriment.

NOTE: The “STATE” cannot do business with, or enter into “Contracts” with a living-
breathing human being. This is why they created the “Certificate of Live Birth,” making
you appear to be a fictitious entity. They had to turn you into a “Corporation” so they could
control you by way of “Contracts” using “Trust-Estate,” and “Probate Law.”

NOTE: The “CESTUI QUE VIA Act” of 1666 made us all dead at birth to protect
our property; thus if you abandoned the “Estate,” cast beyond the Sea; lost at Sea; dead to
the World, and if one day we were ever to return from Sea and announce that we are alive,
we can take our lawful place as “Executors” of our own “Estates.”  During this time,
more ships, more travel by Sea and more “People” leaving a “Country” for the new
World “America,” never to return.

Definitions

Reversioner: a person who possesses the reversion to a property or privilege.

Reversion: the right, esp. of the original owner or their heirs, to possess or succeed to property
on the death of the present possessor or at the end of a lease

 a property to which someone has such a right.

 the right of succession to an office or post after the death or retirement of the holder.

Cestui Que: “The person for whose use the feoffment was made."

Feoffment (or Enfeoffment) in English law was a transfer of land or property that gave the new
holder the right to sell it as well as the right to pass it on to his heirs as an inheritance. It was total
relinquishment and transfer of all rights of ownership of an “estate in land” from one individual
to another.

Recitals: the part of a “Legal Document” that explains the purpose of the “Deed” and gives
factual information.

Revert: of property: return or pass to the original owner by reversion.

Tenement: a piece of land held by an owner; Law: any kind of permanent property, (e.g., lands
or rents) held from a superior.
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Warrant:

 a document issued by a legal or government official authorizing to carry out some action
relating to the administration of justice.

 To justify, vindicate, call for, sanction, validate; permit, authorize; deserve, excuse,
account for, legitimize; support, license, approve of; merit, qualify for, rate, be worthy of,
be deserving of:

 To  guarantee, affirm, swear, promise, vow, pledge, undertake, state, assert, declare,
profess, attest; vouch, testify, bear witness; formal aver.

Cestui Que Vie Act 1666

“An Act for Redresses of Inconveniencies by want of Proof of the Deceases of Persons
beyond the Seas or absenting themselves, upon whose Lives Estates does depend.

“Recital that Cestui que vies have gone beyond Sea, and that Reversioners cannot
find out whether they are alive or dead.

“Whereas diverse Lords of Manors and others have granted Estates by Lease for one or
more life or lives, or else for years determinable upon one or more life or lives And it hath
often happened that such person or persons for whose life or lives such Estates have
been granted have gone beyond the Seas or so absented themselves for many years that
the Lessors and Reversioners cannot find out whether such person or persons be alive or
dead by reason whereof such Lessors and Reversioners have been held out of
possession of their Tenements for many years after all the lives upon which such Estates
depend are dead in regard that the Lessors and Reversioners when they have brought
Actions for the recovery of their Tenements have been put upon it to prove the death of
their Tenants when it is almost impossible for them to discover the same. For remedy of
which mischief so frequently happening to such Lessors or Reversioners.

“I. Cestui que vie remaining beyond Sea for Seven Years together and no Proof of
their Lives, Judge in Action to direct a Verdict as though Cestui que vie were dead.

“If such person or persons for whose life or lives such Estates have been or shall be granted
as aforesaid shall remain beyond the Seas or elsewhere absent themselves in this Realm
by the space of seven years together and no sufficient and evident proof be made of the
lives of such person or persons respectively in any Action commenced for recovery of
such Tenements by the Lessors or Reversioners in every such case the person or persons
upon whose life or lives such Estate depended shall be accounted as naturally dead, And
in every Action brought for the recovery of the said Tenements by the Lessors or
Reversioners their Heirs or Assignees, the Judges before whom such Action shall be
brought shall direct the Jury to give their Verdict as if the person so remaining beyond the
Seas or otherwise absenting himself were dead.
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“II. ……………………………….

“III. ……………………………...

“IV. If the supposed dead Man prove to be alive, then the Title is reverted. Action for
mean Profits with Interest.

“[/2 Provided always That if any person or [/3 person or] persons shall be evicted out of any
Lands or Tenements by virtue of this Act, and afterwards if such person or persons upon
whose life or lives such Estate or Estates depend shall return again from beyond the
Seas, or shall on proof in any Action to be brought for recovery of the same to be made
appear to be living; or to have been living at the time of the Eviction That then and from
thenceforth the Tennant or Lessee who was ousted of the same his or their Executors
Administrators or Assignees shall or may reenter repossess have hold and enjoy the
said Lands or Tenements in his or their former Estate for and during the Life or Lives or
so long term as the said person or persons upon whose Life or Lives the said Estate or
Estates depend shall be living, and also shall upon Action or Actions to be brought by
him or them against the Lessors Reversioners or Tenants in possession or other persons
respectively which since the time of the said Eviction received the Profits of the said
Lands or Tenements recover for damages the full Profits of the said Lands or Tenements
respectively with lawful Interest for and from the time that he or they were ousted of the
said Lands or Tenements, and kept or held out of the same by the said Lessors
Reversioners Tenants or other persons who after the said Eviction received the Profits
of the said Lands or Tenements or any of them respectively as well in the case when the
said person or persons upon whose Life or Lives such Estate or Estates did depend are
or shall be dead at the time of bringing of the said Action or Actions as if the said person
or persons where then living.]”

13. Now the “Child” grows up and remains an incompetent “Ward” of the “STATE” because
he / she never steps up and assumes their proper roles as the “Executor” / ”Executrix” of their
own “Estate” once they reach legal age.

14. The now adult uses this “COLB” as their sole source of identity, even though the “STATE”
advised not to use it as identity (can you say, incompetent?). Just as they say not to use
the “SS Card” as identity.

15. Oddly enough the same government that says not to use the “COLB,” demands that we do
use the “COLB” in order to get “permission” to do things, like driver’s license, work,
get a social security card, checking account, etc.. Permission from our “Guardians” as we are
treated as ‘incompetent adult’ aka “Ward of the STATE.”

16. Now the adult-incompetent is masquerading around town, using this “Certificate of Live Birth”
as identity to get into other adhesion contracts, and basically acting as an agent of
the foreign corporation known as the “UNITED STATES.”

2/ annexed to the Original Act in a separate Schedule.

3/ Variant reading of the text noted in The Statutes of the Realm as follows: O. omits [O. refers to a collection in
the library of Trinity College, Cambridge]
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17. Presumed to be a “US citizen” is now obligated to pay an “income tax;” and “excise tax;”
a “property tax,” and ultimately be subject to the “STATE.” Now “YOU” are obligated to abide
by their “Statutes,” “Rules,” and “Regulations.”

NOTE: There is a catch to this #17: They are ‘presuming’ you’re an ‘employee’ of
their ‘corporation,’ but if you are not receiving a paycheck, and there was
no employment contract, and they cannot provide proof of pay, then what do they have?
Do you work for free? Can they compel you to work for free? That “COLB” is an “Office;”
you are the “Occupant” of that “Office,” and as the “Occupant” of that “Office,” should you
not be paid for your services?

18. Without taking a hold of the “Office” as the “Occupant,” you have lost your “Inherent Rights”
and have been “granted” rights and privileges instead. You are a “Tenement” to your
own “Estate.” Like being a renter to your own home and have to pay someone else for
the privilege to live on your own land.

Daddy never showed up to claim his “Property,” and the “STATE” took it upon them to presume

the “Child” is theirs to control; take it in as their own. The “Child” is now considered a “Ward” of

the “STATE;” an incompetent bastard “Child” with no “Father,” and the “Mother”

abandoned him / her. The “Certificate of Live Birth” has a “STATE Seal”

and “Registrar’s Signature,” which is certifiable proof the “Estate” is in or has been in “Probate.”

The “Registrar” is the “Court of Probate” and “Probate” deals with “Estates” of the deceased,

one who is in the act of dying.

To the “Courts,” we are dead; “Missing in Action”; “Legal Fictitious Entities;” “Wards of

the STATE”; “Bastard Children;” “Orphans” (essentially infant, which means, unable to speak).

They do not wish to deal with us directly. This is why they want an “Attorney” to speak to them.

The “BAR Attorney” has a superseding “Oath” to the “BAR” aka “British Accreditation Registry”;

their first loyalty is to the “Court.” They are there to lead the sheep to their slaughterer,

the “Undertaker” in the “Black Robe.” The “Judge” is administering the “Estate” of

the “Incompetent,” and his main objective is to make “revenue” for the “STATE,” which is acting
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as the “Beneficiary” of the “Estate,” and “We,” the “Plaintiffs,” are being put into the “Trustee”

position of our own “Estates.”

Now you understand why the Lord said “Woe unto Ye Lawyers.”

The “BAR” Attorney’s first allegiance is to the “Crown.” They are there to make us believe that

someone is fighting for us, but the truth of the matter is: “They are there to help

the presumed “Administrator” of our “Estate” (the “BAR Attorney” wearing

the “Black Robe-Undertaker”) to make as much money as possible for the “Court,” him / herself,

and the “STATE”.”

Read it again from the top.  Right out of the “Corpus Juris Secundum,” the “Plaintiffs” have been

made a “WARD OF THE STATE,” an “IMBECILE,” “A MACENE TO SOCIETY,”

and “INCOMPETENT,” essentially, unable to speak intelligently, an infant, and that is the truth,

take it as you will.

NOTE: the “Plaintiffs” are not saying all “Attorneys” are “scumbags” that are intentionally
trying to harm us. Some of them know what they are doing, and some of them probably
truly believe they are doing the best they can to help their clients. But, it is all about
the “Estate”; it is all about the “Money”; and it is all about our “Slavery” and unjustly
enriching the “STATE” in the end. It is a “Constructive Fraud” upon the “Plaintiffs”
from birth, and that is our heartfelt opinion; take it as you will.

Enclosed as “Exhibit ‘A’” is a “Birth Certificate Trust Diagram” illustrating

the “Legal Fiction Names” of “Live Birth Certificates.” Although the “Plaintiffs” are not

the “Authors” of the “Trust Diagram,” they do accept the “Birth Certificate Trust Diagram”

as one of their own.
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Enclosed as “Exhibit ‘B’” is a “Memorandum of Law on Names” which is a much more

thorough presentation on “Legal Fiction Names” than what is presented within

this “Objection To Potter Opposition To Epperly Motion To Amend Complaint.”

Although the “Plaintiffs” are not the “Authors” of the “Memorandum,” the “Plaintiffs” do

accept the “Memorandum” as one of their own.

Conclusion

The question must be asked:

“Why did Assistant U.S. Attorney, “John A. Fonstad” remove
the Plaintiff’s “Complaint” from the “Common Law Venue” of
a “Court of General Jurisdiction” of the “Superior Court” for the “State of Alaska”
into a “Court of Limited Jurisdiction” of the “Military Tribunal of Martial Law” of
the “U.S. District Court” just to put in a “Motion to Dismiss” the Defendant,
“Bud C. Cribley,” from the “Complaint” of the “Epperlys” when the same results
could have been had if that “Motion to Dismiss” was filed within the “Alaska State
Superior Court”?

The “Plaintiffs” believes the answer is obvious which involves a conspiracy of “Attorneys”

to perpetuate a “theft by deception” /4 upon the Plaintiffs, “Gordon Warren Epperly,”

and “Esther Katherine Epperly.”

4/ AS 11.46.180. Theft By Deception.

(a) A person commits theft by deception if, with intent to deprive another of property or to appropriate
property of another to oneself or a third person, the person obtains the property of another by deception.

(b) In a prosecution based on theft by deception, if the state seeks to prove that the defendant used deception
by promising performance which the defendant did not intend to perform or knew would not be
performed, that intent or knowledge may not be established solely by or inferred solely from the fact that
the promise was not performed.
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The “Attorneys” for the “Defendants” had forgoing knowledge that the “Plaintiffs” had

no “Complaints” on file with the “Alaska State Superior Court” which raised the questions

of law and jurisdiction of the “State of Alaska” and its “municipal corporations” to assess

“Ad Valorem Property Taxes” upon the “Patented Lands” of the “Plaintiffs” as founded

upon “United States Homestead Land Patent No. 1188129.”  These two “Attorneys”

needed a pathway to apply an “Affirmative Defense” of “Res Judicata” and that was

through an action of “theft by deception” in converting the “Christian Names” of

the “Plaintiffs” and “Defendants” into “Legal Fiction Names” of corporate “Trust”

and “Corporations.” And through “acts of deception,” they attempted to enticed

the “Plaintiffs” into accepting those “Legal Fiction Names” as their own in the capacity

of “Strawpersons” in order to attach the “Plaintiff’s” common law venue “Complaint” of

today to an equity “Complaint” that was brought into the “U.S. District Court for

the District of Alaska” in the year of 1983 under “Legal Fiction Names” of “Plaintiffs”

and “Defendants.” Under “acts of deception,” the “Plaintiff(s)” of that 1983 “Complaint”

(c) As used in this section, "deception" has the meaning ascribed to it in AS 11.81.900 but does not include
falsity as to matters having no pecuniary significance or "puffing" by statements unlikely to deceive
reasonable persons in the group addressed.

AS 11.81.900. Definitions

(b) In this title, unless otherwise specified or unless the context requires otherwise,

(18) "deception" means to knowingly

(A) create or confirm another's false impression that the defendant does not believe to
be true, including false impressions as to law or value and false impressions as
to intention or other state of mind;

(B) fail to correct another's false impression that the defendant previously has created
or confirmed;
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were enticed to enter into the “Court” as “Strawperson(s)” representing

the “Legal Fiction Plaintiff(s)” of that 1983 “Complaint,” a status which the “Plaintiffs” of

todays “Complaint” expressly rejects.

Under the Plaintiff’s “Objection To The Use Of Legal Fiction Names” that was filed with

the “Court” on the Fourteenth day of the month of September, in the year of our Lord,

Jesus the Christ, Two-Thousand and Seventeen wherein Attorney, “John A. Fonstad,”

and Attorney, “Robert H. Palmer, III” were duly “Noticed” of the Plaintiff’s

lawful “Christian Names.”

In the year of Two-Thousand and Two (2002), the Epperlys published a “Legal Notice”

in the “Juneau Empire” at Juneau, Alaska informing all that an “Employee” of

the “City and Borough of Juneau” (CBJ) has been found to be in “Default” of

a “Plea In Abatement” in the use of “Legal Fiction Names” of “Billing of Services”

of the “CBJ.” As the “CBJ Law Department” was fully informed of

this “Default Judgment,” Attorney “Robert H. Palmer, III” and Defendant, “Robin Potter”

had foreknowledge of the lawful “Christian Names” of the Plaintiffs,

“Gordon Warren Epperly” and “Esther Katherine Epperly.”

With the filing of “Potter Opposition To Epperly Motion To Amend Complaint” without

correcting the “Heading” of said “Document” to reflect the lawful “Christian Names” of

the “Plaintiffs” and “Defendants,” Attorney “Robert H. Palmer, III” did “Trespassed” upon

the “Rights,” “Privileges,” and “Immunities” of the “Plaintiffs” making him qualified to
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be named as a “Defendant” of a “Complaint.”  Attorney “Robert H. Palmer, III” was

duly “Noticed” of the “Trespass” within the Juneau Empire “Legal Publication”

the “Law Department” of the “City and Borough of Juneau.”  This “Juneau Empire”

publication of the “Public Notice, Notice of Default and Entry of Default Judgment”

is enclosed as “Exhibit ‘C’.”

As it appears that the “United States District Court for the District of Alaska” is in want

of “Subject Matter Jurisdiction” and is in want of “In Persona Jurisdiction” which is needed

to remove the Plaintiff’s “Complaint” from the “Superior Court” of the “State of Alaska,”

the “Plaintiffs” suggest that their “Complaint” (with all “Papers” that have been filed with

this “U.S. District Court”) be returned to said “Alaska State Superior Court” for

further adjudication.

DATED this Twenty-Ninth day of the month of September in the

year of our Lord, Jesus the Christ, Two-Thousand and Seventeen.

Seal

____________________________________
Gordon Warren Epperly – Plaintiff

of   March   14,   21,  28  of   year   2002  which “Publication” was forwarded to

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly
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VERIFICATION BY ASSEVERATION

In Witness, Knowing the Punishment for bearing false witness before Almighty God

and Men, I solemnly aver, that I have read the annexed “Objection To Potter Opposition

To Epperly Motion To Amend Complaint” and know the contents thereof; that the same

is true of My own knowledge, except to the matters which are therein stated

in My information and belief, and as to those matters, I believe them to be true.

Seal

_________________________________
Gordon Warren Epperly – Affiant

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ALASKA

Gordon Warren Epperly
P.O. Box 34358
Juneau, Alaska  99803

Tel: (907) 789-5659

Gordon Warren Epperly, )
and )

Esther Katherine Epperly, ) Case No. 1:17-cv-00008-SLG
)

Plaintiffs, ) Honorable Judge SHARON L. GLEASON
)

vs. )
)

Robin Potter, ) Certificate of Mailing
and )

Bud C. Cribley, )
Defendants. )

==============================================================

In Witness, Knowing the punishment for bearing false witness before Almighty God and Men,

I solemnly aver that the attached “Objection To Potter Opposition To Epperly Motion

To Amend Complaint” with “Certificate of Mailing” was Mailed to:

Robin Potter
CBJ Assessor

155 South Seward Street
Juneau, Alaska  99801

John A. Fonstad
Assistant U.S. Attorney

222 West Seventh Avenue, #9, Rm. 253
Anchorage, Alaska  99513-7567
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by depositing said “Objection To Potter Opposition To Epperly Motion To Amend Complaint”

and “Certificate of Mailing” with the United States Postal Service at Juneau, Alaska.

Sealed by the voluntary act of My Own Hand in this Twenty-Ninth day of the month of September,

in the year of Our Lord and Saviour Jesus, the Christ, Two-Thousand and Seventeen,

in the Two-Hundred Twenty-Sixth year of the Independence of America.

Seal

__________________________________________
Gordon Warren Epperly - Affiant

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

/ / / / /

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
[Thumb Print]

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly
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Respond to: Gordon Warren: Epperly
General Delivery
Juneau Post Office
Juneau, Alaska

superior court, Juneau, Alaska

Gordon Warren: Epperly, )
suae potestate esse ) Case No. RB 764 956 172 US

)
Demandant )

)
Part Three.

Plea in Abatement
)

Against, )
)

Publication of Notice of Default;
Entry of Default Judgment.

)
Barbara J. Rolfe, ) Dated: The fourteenth day of the third month
CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, ) in the year of Our Lord and Saviour

) Jesus, the Christ, Two-Thousand-Two.
Defendant. )

enter69@usa-the-republic.com
Typewritten text
Exhibit "C"



Respond to: Gordon Warren: Epperly
General Delivery
Juneau Post Office
Juneau, Alaska

superior court, Juneau, Alaska

Gordon Warren: Epperly, )
suae potestate esse ) Case No. RB 764 956 172 US

)
Demandant )

)
Part Two.

Plea in Abatement
)

Against, )
)

Certificate of Mailing
(Publication of Default Judgement)

)
Barbara J. Rolfe, ) Dated: The fourteenth day of the third month
CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU, ) in the year of Our Lord and Saviour

) Jesus, the Christ, Two-Thousand-Two.
Defendant. )

In Witness, Knowing the punishment for bearing false witness before Almighty God
and Men, I solemnly aver that the attached ''Publication of Default Judgment" with
"Certificate of Mailing" was Mailed to:

Barbara J. Rolfe
CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU

155 South Seward Street
Juneau, Alaska

With true and correct copies being mailed to:

Office of the Department of Law
CITY/BOROUGH OF JUNEAU

155 South Seward Street
Juneau, Alaska

Certificate of  Mailing - Page one of two



By depositing said ''Publication of Default Judgement" and 'Certificate of Mailing' with
the United States Postal Service at Juneau, Alaska.

Sealed by the voluntary act of My Own Hand on this fourteenth day of the
third Month, in the year of Our Lord and Saviour Jesus, the Christ, two-thousand-two, in
the two-hundred twenty-sixth year of the Independence of America.

I have the Honor of being Good and Lawful Christian Man

/s/  Gordon Warren Epperly , suae potestate esse

Sign Manual

Certificate of  Mailing - Page two of two
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